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has no other aim in view, than to 
lay open to the public the deceitful and fac- 
tious nature of the Obſervations upon the 
Spaniſh Papers, in order to prevent or ef- 
face any groundleſs impreſſions they might 
be apt to leave upon the minds of the ge- 
nerality of thoſe into - whoſe hands they 


may fall; he will confine himſelf ſtrictiy to 


that objef, without entering into any of 
the general queſtions, that might ariſe in 
this diſcuſſion, any farther than N 
to * end * N 


N 


© : 
8 p 


8 the Author of the preſent Remarks 


— — — — 


-_— - - 
22 ᷣͤ = ER RS Yee —ꝛ—¼2 
— — : * — * — — — 
= IF — i 2 i. as * Pu 7 7 ©” FA 4 
- 8 Sg — 
— — — — — r 
— . — ——  __— _— 


9 
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(2) 

He flatters himſelf, that his Remarks 
will be found to be fair, candid, and im- 
partial; in a word, ſuch as may naturally 
flow from a perſon unconnected with every 
faction, nor attached to any party, but that 
of truth, juſtice, and the public good. 


It is his regard to theſe conſiderations 
alone that induces him to attempt an an- 
ſwer to an inſidious pamphlet, lately pub- 
liſhed under the title of Oh ſervations on the 
Papers relative to the Rupture with Spain: 
a work whoſe only defign and tendency 
ſeems to be to ſtir up the ſpirit of faction 
and diſcontent, and infuſe into the minds 
of the people falſe and injurious ſuſpicions 


of the preſent miniſtry, It has the appear- 


ance of being wrote by a'perſon of ſome 
abilities, and one who has been intimately 
p<quainted with the meaſures of the late 


adminiſtration, as well as cloſely connected 


with their intereſts. . This enables him to 
throw at pleaſure a gloſs or ſhade over moſt 
of the tranſactions, and to repreſent them 
in a light very me from the true ; the 


more 


(3). 


more apt to deceive that it carries with it the 
appearance of reality, and that its fallacies, 


at firſt ſpecious, cannot be diſcovered 55 
M a ſtrict examination. 8. . 


But as very few of thoſe 3 may chance 
to read that pamphlet will chuſe to give 
themſelves ſo much trouble, the author of 
theſe Remarks hopes, that, all-haſty, looſe, 
and unconnected as they are, they will be 
able to expoſe the little faith and credit that 
is due to the Obſervations on the Spaniſh 
Papers, and thereby anſwer the only end 
that (emboldened by concealment) he pro- 
poſes to himſelf in allowing them to appear 
ia the world in this unfiniſhed form. 


The firſt obſervation in this pamphlet is, 

| that the public has not been gratified with 
a view of all the papers relative to the rupture | 

with Spain *; and that the negotiation is de- 


fegnedly kept intricate and embarraſſed +. Our 
obſerver then proceeds to mention ſome pa- 
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(4, )) 
pers that ought to have been produced, but 
which are defignedly ſuppreſſed. And, firſt, 
he aſks, © Why tlie publie has not been in- 
e dulged with al! tbe memorials and 'papers 
tt relating lo the old differences with Spain, 


that were moved for in the Houſe of 


** Commons on the 1 744 of December, 
* from which (he ſays) we might have 
« judged with ſane: degree of accuracy of 
< the merits of the preſent war with Spain? 
Io this we reply, That the differences 


that have for theſe many years ſubſiſted be- 


twixt England and Spain, relative to the 


captures, the Newfoundland fiſhery; and the 


Honduras fettlemerits;\were not the grounds 
of the preſent quarrel with Spain, nor even 
of the advice given ſome time before by 


which e their reſignation; and 
therefore, that the ſuppreſſion of them could 
by no means tend to keep us: in the dark 
with reſpect to the metits os" the" _—_— 
we with Spain. bos | 119023 


The advige given by Lord Temple and 


| Mf. Fiu, for an immediate declaration of war 


againſt 


. 
againſt Spaio, or at leaſt, for fuch a proceed- 
ing as muſt have rendered it inevitable, was 
founded, as they themſelyes confeſſed, wpore , 
bat that court had already done *, (i. e. be- 
fore'the.5th of October laſt.) But the on- 
ly things meant by thoſe. ſo general and un- 
ſatisfactory words, muſt have been, 1ſt, The 
heinous inſult ſaid to have been offered by 
Spain to the court of London, in the me- 
morial delivered by Mr. de Buſſy to Mr. 
Pitt, relative to our differences with Spain: 
And, zdly, The treaty of the 1 5th of Au- 
guſt, or any other conventions entered into 
between Spain and France. We will not 
enter at preſent into an examination of theſe 
reaſons; but will only obſerve, that the old 
differences of Spain and England could not 
be meant in the general words cited above 
as there never appears the leaſt hint that we 
thought ourſelves aggrieved by Spain in any 
of theſe points: but, on the contrary, it ſeems 
to be acknowledged, that Spain had ſome 
ground to complain of undue incroach- 


Letter from a right honourable Perſon — 
int the City. . 


ments 


2 | 
ments made by ſubjects of England, upon 


the Spaniſh territory on; the coaſt of the 
bay of Honduras. 


Neither was the preſent war declared 
upon the ground of any of the old dif- 
ferences. This appears evidently from out 
declaration of war, and from all the papers 
relative to the rupture with Spain; in which 
the only grounds of the war appear to have 
been, iſt, The refuſal of Spain to give us 
any ſatisfaction, with reſpect to the treaty of 
the 1 5th of Auguſt, or their final intentions; 
and, adly, The great cauſe of ſuſpicion af- 
forded us by Spain of her hoſtile intenti- 
ons, by the great preparations making for 
war in all parts of the kingdom. Spain, 
indeed, pretended to juſtify her refuſal of 
the ſatisfaction we aſked, on the ground, 
that, notwithſtanding her repeated demands, 
and our repeated promiſes, we had never 
given her any ſatisfaction for the juſt cauſes 
of complaint ſhe had againſt us, though ſhe 
aſked only, as a ſalvo for her honour, till 
matters could be ſettled, that we might 


ſend 


- 
&. 1 * 


, . - — * — 


(7) 
ſend immediate orders for the evacuation of 
the incroachments made by ſome Engliſh 
ſubjects, upon the Spaniſh territory on the 
Honduras coaſt, And hence it is thought 
very material to the juſtice of the war, to 
know whether this was a proper and ſuffi- 
cient cauſe of refuſal on the part of Spain, to 


the neceſſary | ecclairciſſeinent dema nded 
by us. 


But to ſhow the weakneſs of this juſtifi- 
cation of the Spaniſh refuſal, we need only 
compare the nature of the ſatisfaction de- 
manded on both ſides. On the one hand, 
the demand made by us was of the utmoſt 
neceſſity; made ſo neceſſary too by the 
very ſuſpicious conduct of Spain, and which, 
from the very nature of it, could not brook 
the leaſt delay. Whereas that of the Spa- 
niards was ſtill doubtful as to the juſtice of 
it, as it was not allowed by the Engliſh, 
that the incroachments made upon the Spa- 
niſh ſettlements had been without provoca- 
tion on the part of Spain. Beſides, if the 
report was true, that Spain had entered in- 
Herbs | to 


(8) 
to hoſtile engagements againſt us, the had 
certainly forfeited all right to this ſatisfac- 
tion ; which we „ her, in the moſt 
m manner, ſhe ſhould moſt amply re- 
ceive, as ſoon as ſhe had cleared up. our juſt 
ſuſpicions on that head. This ſhort delay too 
could be of no bad conſequence to, Spain. 


From theſe obſervations, it appears, that 


the publication of theſe papers could by no 


means have thrown any light upon the 
merits of the war with Spain, and therefore 
that the ſuppreſſion of them could not be 


with a view to _ us in the dark in at 


matter, 


But the irtelative nature of theſe papers 
to the real merits of the rupture, is not the 
only reaſon that juſtifies the not publiſhing 
them ; becauſe, had it been propoſed to lay 
before patliament, the full and perfect 


grounds of the old diſputes, whole volumes 


muſt have been publiſhed, in order to ſet 
forth in a proper manner the pretenfions, 


_ and rights of both ſtates, The hiſto- 
| : ries 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


. 


(9) 

ties of the ſettlements at Newfoundland and 
Honduras, even ſince their eſtabliſhment; 
muſt have been minutely compiled; All 
the treaties, and tacit conceſſions that have 
ſince taken place in either, muſt have been 
fully ſtated ; and accurate maps of the 
country muſt have been made. Had all 
this been done, would it not have been de- 
ſtructive of the end propoſed by it? Would 
any one have given himſelt the trouble of 
ſearching to the bottom of ſo tedious an af - 
fair? and would a flight and impartial exa- 


- mination have been adequate to the } intri- 


oy of the buſineſs ? | 
Secondly; The miniſtry are charged with 
the ſuppreſſion of intelligence ſaid to have 
been tranſmitted by Mr. Stanley from Pa- 
Tis, telative to the family- compact. But 
whether there really ever was any intelli- 
gence of that matter ſent by Mr. Stanley, 
or whether it was of much importance, or 
much credit, we are totally uninformed. 


* Pages 9, 10. 
C Beſides, 


(10) 
Befides, there are, I imagine, certain kinds 
of intelligence that would be very improper 


to be made public, leſt it ſhould give ſome 
ground to the ſtate from whence it had 
been fent, to ſuſpect the perſons from 
whom, or the means by which it had been 
obtained; a ſtep, that, for the future, would 


have totally deprived the Britiſh miniſters of 


that leading ftar of public councils. But to 


what purpoſe ſhould this intelligence have 


been publiſhed ? To juſtify the advice given 


by Mr. Pitt for an immediate declaration of 


war? But I ſhall afterwards endeavour to 
ſhow, that whatever information he might 
have had of the family-compaR, or of the 
intenſions of Spain, that meaſure would have 
been highly improper in every reſpect. To 
ſhow the neceſſity of the declaration of war 
made by the preſent adminiſtration? Eut 


ſurely the papers that are publiſhed, are ſuf- 


ficient to ſhow the neceflity of that proceed- 
ing, without having recourſe to fo impro- 


per a ſtep, as that of laying open the private 


intelligence ſent by a miniſter to his court. 


| Thirdly, 


( 21 ) 
Thirdly, It is aledged, That an extra? of 
one letter only of Mr. Pitt's is publiſbad &, 
dated. July 28. — But what has been ſaid 
above may be ſufficient, to ſhow us the rea- 
fon of this. It appears that the old diffes 
rences with Spain, probably the ſubject of 
Mr. Pitt's former letters, were by no means 
the grounds of the preſent war, or of the 
rupture adviſed by Mr. Pitt. To publiſh 
any of theſe letters, therefore, would have 
been quite foreign to the purpoſe propoſed, 
in ſubmitting the papers relative to the rup- 
ture with Spain to the conhideration of par- 
liament. 


The next obſervation contained in the 
pamphlet, is upon that paſſage of Lord 
8 s firſt letter to Lord Briſtol, infert- 

in the papers; in which he fays, be opens 
his correſpondence +. But how can this be 
© truth ? (fays our very critical obferyer in 
© the note) when Lord Briſtol writes, Nov. 
© 16, „ The meſſenger Afdouin deli- 
« vered to me, on the roth inſtant, at the 


C2 Eſcurial, 
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(12) 

fe Eſcurial, your Lordſhip's difpatches of 
© the 28th paſt: And by the laſt poſt, 
« ] received your letter of the 206tb. of the 
s ſame month, in which, &c.“ I ſuppoſe 
* the public was not fo be rruſte with "we 
| r letter,” 


What an idea muſt he have of the im- 
prudence and indiſcretion of the perſons 
who were the writers, publiſhers, and cur- 


tailers of theſe letters, to ſuppoſe them ca- 


pable of falling 1 into ſo groſs a blunder, in a 
matter where the utmoſt caution. was necef- 
fary for their own ſakes ! The obſerver muft 


imagine that theſe words, open my corre- 


ondence, were not in the real letter; but 


that they | have been fince inſerted, when 


theſe papers were prepared for parliament, 
in order to make believe, that it was the 
firſt letter wrote by Lord Egremont to Lord 
Briſtol ; for he cannot ſuppoſe that Lord 
Egremont would uſe that expreſſion in a 
letter dated the 2 8th, (at that time, certain- 
ly, not deſigned to be ſhewn to parliament) 
if he had wrote kin one in the ſame capa- 


Cl ty 


(13) 
city but a few days before. But is it poſſi- 
ble, if ſuch care and attention has been 
given to the reviſal and ordering of theſe 
letters, as is here infinuated, that it occafion- 
ed the delay of publication for ſome weeks, 
which were employed in putting them into 
fach a form, as might beſt tend to the juſ- 
tification of the miniſtry, and the ſatisfac- 
tion of parliament ; by the omiſſion of 
ſome letters, and parts of letters, by the in- 
ferting ſome adjuſting words, and the like, 
that they could have been ſo very careleſs, 
as not to obſerve the repugnancy between 
thoſe two paſſages, which muſt immediate- 
Iy lay open the fraud, and which would 
have been eaſily ſaved by the bare omiſſion 
of that letter of the 2oth. The abſurdity of 
this ſuppoſition is ſelf-evident; and the ſeem- 
ing contradiction may be eaſily otherwiſe ex- 
plained, by only ſuppoſing a diſtinction be- 
tween the public and private correſpondence 
of the two miniſters; in conſequence of 
which diſtinction, Lord Egremont might 
might ſpeak of the letter of the 28th, as 
the opening of his correſpondence with 


(14) 

Lord Briſtol as ſecretary of ſtate, though he 
had wrote him a private letter by the poſt a 
few days before. Thus too, in page 47. of the 

papers, mention is made of a letter, incloſ- 
ing the addreſs from the houſe of Commons, 
received by Lord Briſtol by the poſt from 
Lord Egremont. But no notice is taken of 
the omiſſion of this letter in the papers, 
becauſe it is ſuppoſed to be one of a private 
nature. Why then may not that of the 
aoth be one of the ſame kind? Had it been 
a letter of ſuch conſequence, as that the mis, 
niſtry durſt not publiſh it, would they not 
have totally ſuppreſſed all mention of it? 
And does not this circumſtance totally de- 

ſtroy the malignant ſuppoſition, that the 
public was not to be truſted with all that let- 
ter? It may be obſerved too, that the only 
letters ſaid in the papers to have been ſent 
by the poſt, are ſuch as we may reaſonably. 
preſume to be of a private nature. 


After the obſerver has given a catalogue 
of thoſe. papers that have been de/ignedly. 
ſuppreſſed from the view of f parliament, he 
takes 


| (15) 

takes occaſion to launch out in praiſe of the 
© honeſt zeal of the late miniſter, who 
« warmly preſſed the laying before parlia- 
< ment, all the papers relative to the rup- 
te ture with Spain; which his ſucceſſors 
e ſought to cover and conceal, or at leaſt to 


* perplex 6. 


As I do not propole to enter into any 
diſquifition of the merits or demerits of 
Mr. Put's adminiſtration, I will allow him 
all the ſhare of praiſe ſo laviſhly beſtowed 
upon him by this zmpartial obſerver. I will 
ſuppoſe, that his ſupport of the motion for 
all the papers was actuated by the honeſt 
zeal of conſcious innocence, and that he 
never courted a war with Spain. But I muſt 
differ widely from him in opinion, that it 
appears to demonſtration, even from theſe 
papers, * that, before the firſt overtures of 
France for the particular peace with Eng- 
land, Spain bad reſolved, at a proper time, 
* 70 take an e and quay boſ/lite oy 


— Page 11. 
<* againſt 
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(116) | 
<« againſt us“. It appears indeed that 
Spain and France had entered into mutual 
engagements; but thoſe engagements, at leaſt 
what were ſtipulated on the part of Spain, 
do by no means appear to have con- 


tained any thing hoſtile to us. France 
offers to Spain, that, if any war ſhould break 


out between Spain and England about the 
old differences in America, to join her 
forces to thoſe of Spain: an offer that the 
Catholic King could not in juſtice be 
expected to refuſe, and in no way con- 
trary to the faith of his engagements with 
us. Many paſlages are ſelected out of the 
memorial of the 28th of Auguſt, given to 
Lord Briſtol, and ſome of Monſ. de Buſly's 
memorials and letters, as proofs of the hoſ- 
tile deſigns of Spain ; yet, ſays he, that me- 
morial of the 28th of Auguſt, is that fa- 
mous memorial of becoming apologies men- 
tioned in our declaration of war r. 


I really wonder, that the obſerver was 
not aſhamed to attempt ſo groſs an impoſi- 


Page 17. Page 19. 8 
tion 


(12) 
tion on the judgment of the public. He picks 
out every paſſage that avows the leaſt har- 
mony between France and Spain, and can 
moſt tend to irritate us againſt the latter; he 
conceals every word of apology or N f 
and then concludes, Jo much for becoming 
apologies. Lucky it is that theſe papers are 
now made public, and not confined to. the 
view of parliament alone; for had not this 
been done, would not every perſon into 
whoſe hands that pamphlet ſhould fall, 
have naturally concluded, that all the apo- 
logies made by Spain were matter of freſh 
infult ? that our acceptance of them was 
mean, and unworthy the dignity of the Bri- 
tiſh crown, and that Mr. Pitt and Lord 
Temple were the only perſons who exer- 
ted a proper ſpirit, on this occaſion ? This 
ſeems to have been the aim of the obſerver ; 
and had not the general publication of the 
papers proved a timely antidote to the poi- 
ſon, . it muſt have taken root in the minds 
of the generality of people. I will not now 
loſe. time in repeating the apologies contain- 


D | ed 


| (18 ) 
ed in that memorial, but refer to the me- 
morial itſelf, and leave every one to judge, 
whether it does not contain apologies be- 
coming and ſatisfaftory, and ſuch as totally 
efface all the inſult that had been offered 
to us, at the ſame time that the conciliating 
manner in which it is expreſſ.d, ſeemed 
to. ſhow a deſire to terminate all amica- 
bly, and not to provoke us at a time 
« that the court of London was in the 


© moſt exalted ſituation it had ever 
c known *.” 


I do not deny that we had reaſon to ſuſ- 
& the intentions of Spain, We certainly 
4 and the orders ſent by Mr. Pitt to 
Lord Briſtol, to make a proper and ſpirited 
remonſtrance to the Spaniſh miniſter, with 
reſpect to the memorial delivered by Monſ. 
de Buſſy, and to demand an explicit and ca- 
tegorical ecclairciſſement, as to. the object of 
her bevel armaments, the deftination of her 


* _ Papers, page 10, Quarto Edition. 


fleets, 


wn | 
fleets, and her final intentions, was highly 
neceſſary, But I muſt infiſt that the me- 
morial of the 28th of Auguſt is a full apo- 
logy for that delivered by Mr. de Buffy ; 
and that the anſwer made in that memo- 
rial, and by General Wall to Lord Briſtol, 
was ſuch as might give us reaſon to hope 
that every thing was going on in an ami- 
cable manner, eſpecially when we conſider 
the different ſituation of the two countries 
in ſtrength and power ; and therefore, that 
the ſtep adviſed by Lord Temple and Mr, 
Pitt, for an immediate declaration of war, 
would have been highly unjuſtifiable, as 
well as highly impolitic : I fay, impolitic ; 
for whoever conſiders the neceſſarily ex- 
hauſted ſtate of this country, muſt look 
upon a freſh war in a very lamentable light, 
and muſt confeſs, that, as long as there was 
any proſpect of being able to avoid it, that 
proſpect ought ta be of much more weight 
than the conſideration of any increaſe of 
ſtrength and preparation that might accrue 
to Spain during a ſhort delay. 


1 Land 


—  —— — 
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Lord Briſtol was ordered by Mr. Pitt tq 
remonſtrate with ſpirit. on the indecorum of 
the memorial preſented by Monſ. de Buſſy 
in the name of Spain: He did ſo, and every 
poſſible apology was made to him. He 
was ordered to demand an explanation of 
the object of the naval armaments of Spain, 
the deſtination of her fleets, and her final 
intentions with reſpect to England. To 
the firſt, Mr. Wall anſwered *, That 
« Spain was ſurptiſed England ſhould, take 


a umbrage at any naval preparations ma- 


« king in Spain fince the acceſſion of his 


£ 


A 


preſent Catholic Majeſty, as their number 
« of thips of war, including frigates, did 
* not exceed that of twenty.“ With re- 
gard to their deſtination, he ſaid, * That 
« ſome were frequently going between 


« Spain and Naples ; that ſome were in- 


&« tended to convoy the homeward or 


te outward bound flotas, aſſogues, and 


0 regiſter-ſhips 5 and that the remain- 


* Spaniſh Pans: p. IT. 


© ing 
AE. 
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*© ing ones were to ſerve as a check upon 


the Barbary corſairs, and to defend their 


ce coaſts or ſmaller veſſels from inſults.” 


Thirdly, That the Catholic King's intentions 


were invariably the ſame, to cement and 
cultivate: the friendſhip ſubſiſting between 
the two courts. Theſe, I muſt own, appear 
to me full anſwers to all Mr. Pitt's de- 
mands, and ſuch as at that time, at leaſt 
we had reaſon to be ſatisfied with. 

The On thing then as remains to zul. 
tify the advice given by Lord Temple and 
Mr. Pitt, for an immediate war, is the in- 
intelligence ſaid to have been received by 
them from Paris, with reſpect to the en- 
gagements entered into between France 
and Spain. I will ſuppoſe them to have re- 
ceived the moſt full information of this 
matter; I will ſuppoſe them to know every 
article of the family compact: yet the ad- 
yice for an immediate declaration of war 


Was 1 raſh, precipitate, and dangerous. 
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The treaty of the 15th of Auguſt was 
indeed of a moſt alarming nature, but no 
article of ut ſeemed to be particularly point- 
ed againſt us. It reſpected all the powers of 
Europe, and was no leſs their cauſe than 
ours. If therefore the conduct of Spain was 


ſuch, as to render all inquiries needleſs, 


yet {till political confiderations ſhould have 
prevented us from fo haſtily taking upon 
our own ſhoulders the whole burthen, 
which, but for our impetuoſity, ſo many 
powers in Europe would OW. have 
ſhared with us. 


But ftill, however wat! known the * 
figns of Spain might be to us, to the reſt 
of Europe they were totally fecret. In 


order therefore to juſtify our own con- 


duct, and lay open to the wor Id the in- 
jaſtice of that of Spain, it was neceſfary, 
before we ſhould declare war, to demand 
from Spain an explanation of her engage- 
ments, and final 1 intentions with Kd to 


Us. 
_ Thg 


{ 23) 
The refuſal of this ſo juſt and 'neceflaryde- 
mand, is at once a proof of the moderation 
and equity of our court, and the neceſſity 
they wete unwillingly forced to, of declaring 
war againſt Spain, on the 4th of 8 
laſt. Whereas, had we followed the p 
cipitate advice given by Mr. Pitt, moſt juſt. 
ly might a ſpirit of haughtineſs and diſcord 
have been reproached to us, as the moving 
ſprings of the Britiſh government. France 
and Spain would not have wanted pretences 
to colour all their proceedings, and to retort 
upon us the injuſtice of the late rupture. 
Europe, already ſo jealous of our proſperity, 
would naturally have taken alarm at the vio- 
lence of our meaſures, and every ſtate, 
even thoſe who ſeem our beſt allies, would 
have wiſhed to ſee us humbled to that ſpirit 
of moderation and forbearance, ſo neceſſa- 
ry to the general tranquility. 


I own indeed that the conduct of Spain, 
fince Mr. Pitt's reſignation, plainly ſhows 
what was all along the lincerity of their 

Ss pro- 
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profeſſions, and how little they were de- 
ſerving of faith and credit; that the „r 
ing declarations ſo often made to us, were 
only the reſult of the conſciouſneſs of their 
inferiority to us at ſea, and their fear for their 
home ward bound flotas; that as ſoon as theſe 
were ſafe, Mr. Wall quickly changed his 
note, and gave looſe to the moſt abuſive 
language, and moſt virulent reproaches. I 
admit, indeed, that the event has proved the 
whole conduct of Spain to be full of deceit 


and deſign, and that they had already taken 


part with France. But ſtill this has ap- 
peared only from. the event ; till then, we 


had reaſon to hope, both from the conſtant 
profeſſions, and the true intereſts of that 
crown, that all would be adjuſted without 
-a rupture ; and as long as we had the leaft 
glimmering of hope, it was our duty and 
intereſt to forbear from any violent mea- 


ſures, both for our own ſakes, and to ſhow 


the world the perfidy and falſhood of Spain. 
Whether, therefore, we believe the Spa- 
niards to have been ſincere or not, whe- 


ther 


5) 
ther we ſuppoſe the war to have been 
aboidable or not, the haſty ſtep adviſed 
by Mr. Pitt would * been moſt highly 
proper. | 


Thus then have I endeavouted to ſhow, 
1ſt, That, even at the time of Mr. Pitt's re- 


ſignat ion, we had reaſon to hope; 2dly, 


That, as long as we had any glimmering of 


hope, every violent meaſure would have 
been highly wrong; and, 3diy, That even 


ſuppoſing / all hopes of an accommodation at 
an end upon the receipt of the intelligence 


of the 18th of September, ſtill every rule 


of good policy demanded that we ſhould 


make appear to the world where the 


injuſtice of the rupture was due, by a 
moderate demand of that juſt fatisfac- 


tion that the very ſuſpicious conduct of 
Spain had drove us to the neceſſity of re- 


quiring. py 
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Moſt heartily therefore do I join with the 
obſerver in wiſhing, that © Yhoever can-now 
« pride himſelf in the procraſtinating advice 
© be gave to his ſovereign, may enjoy in full 
te Iuſtre that eminent glory of bis life *. 


Sure I am it was an advice dictated by prin- 


ciples the moſt happy that can actuate 
the conduct of any miniſter, a ſpirit of 
juſtice, of moderation, and love of peace; 
whilſt the bold and animated meaſures 
of the preſent adminiſtration, even ſince 
the refuſal of Spain to give us any ſatiſ- 
faction, by the demand of an immediate 
and categorical anſwer, by the declarati- 
on of war, by the ardour of the prepa- 


_ rations for reducing the enemy to reaſon, 


ſpeak them poſſeſſed of all the firmneſs: 
and intrepidity that the n the times 


require. 


* Page 31. 
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How indecent then are the reflections 
thrown out againſt his Majeſty's mimſters ? 
« Tem ſorry to ſay ue have had foo much ex- 
© perience of one part of them, and too little 
« of the other, to be very ſanguine. Two 
« Secretaries of State, become miniſters by 
9 inſpiration in theſe dangerons times. We 
« bave as little experience of them as they 
« have of bufineſs *.” If both the Secreta- 
ries of State are fo unfit for the manage- 
metit of great and difficult affairs, how 
came it that one of them was choſen by 
the late adminiſtration as the perſon moſt 
fit to be ſet at the head of that moſt im- 
portant and complicated negotiation, in 


which the intereſts of every quarter of the 
globe were fo be adjuſted, and thoſe of 


every ſtate in Europe to. be thownghly 
canvaſſed? 


* Page 31. 
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The peculiar rank of favour held by the 
other Noble Lord, will not allow me to 
urge the injuſtice of thoſe aſperſions, here 
caſt upon his miniſterial character, in ſo 
ſtrong a manner as, did he ſtand in a leſs 
exalted point of view, my opinion of his 
merits, his ability, and integrity, would ob- 
lige me to do. It is very hard to keep 
the due medium, when we ſpeak of perſons | 
who have the fortune to enjoy in any emi- 
nent degree the favour and confidence of 
their Sovereign. I refer to the glorious 
teſtimony, that his Majeſty himſelf | bore to 
his ſervices, at the time he introduced him 
into a-ſhare of his councils: I refer to the 
character he ever held, whilſt his, ability 
and worth made him not an object of jea- 
louſy and envy: I refer to the ſhort expe- 
rience we have had of him as a miniſter. 
But I mean not to dwell on this ſubje&. I 
leave the „- long · neglected Martinico, as a 
happy preſage of what we may expect 
from the preſent adminiſtration: I leave 


the 


( 29 ) 
the ſtrength and ardour of the expeditions 


now on foot, as ſamples of the ſpirit and 


boldneſs of their meaſures. One obſerva- 
tion however T muſt make, If our preſent: 
miniſters are ſo unfit for the truſts repoſed 
in them; what thanks, what obligations are 


not due to thoſe #lluſtrious and aifemtereſted 


patriots, whoſe defertion of their count ry, 
from motives of private ſafety, at the time' 


of her greateſt "difficulties, reduced her to 


the neceſſity of flying to thoſe for ſupport, 
who yet dared to undertake her cauſe; even 
at the hazard a Tye. | 


* 
1 14 


rs RY cranes 2 2 of this p pam 


phlet is to ſhow, that both Lord Briſtol, and 


the preſent miniſtry, were the dupes of tho 


Spaniſh cunning ®. With reſpect to the 


former, the whole courſe of his letters 

plainly ſhows that he long entertained a 

diffidence of the Spaniſh deſigns, tho' at the 
* Page 37. 
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ſame time he always nouriſhed ſome hopes. 
He ſays in one letter, that he had long ob- 
ſerved the jealouſy of Spain at our ſucceſ- 
ſes. He kept a ſteady eye upon all their 
motions, and gave us exact information of 
them. At the ſame time, his high opini- 
nion of Mr. Wall's ſincerity and inclina- 
tion towards England, made him always 
flatter himſelf that a rupture might be a- 
voided. And indeed, if we may judge from 
Mr. Wall's behaviour ducing Lord Briſtol's. 
conference with him on the 6th of De- 
cember, the refuſal of the ſatisfaction we. 
aſked was not owing to him : on the con- 
trary, he hoped to bring ſuch an anſwer to 
the demands of England, as might ſettle 


| * thing 1 in in e hy: 


20 Let me next remark (ſays the obſerver) 
© how dextrous the new miniſtry were in 
« deceiving themſelves. He obſerves, that 
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« the firſt orders ſent to Lord Briſtol, re- 
« garded only the treaty. of the 15th, of 
« Auguſt, but took no natice of the final 
te intentions of Spain; that they had quite 


«© got off from the true ground, which was the 


© memorial delivered by Mr. de Buſſy, and 


e that of the 28th of Auguſt, with Lord 


« Briſtols Letter of the 31ſt.” This laſt 


charge we have already obviated, by ſhew- 


ing the memorial of the 28th of Auguſt, 
and Lord Briſtol's letter of the z iſt, 


was a full anſwer to Mr. Pitt's * of 


the 28th of July. No mention is made 


indeed in theſe firſt orders of the final 


intentions; but in effect, this was in- 
cluded in the ſatisfaction demanded with 
reſpect to the my 15 the I 5th of Au- 
guſt. 


The only method in which Spain could 
think of breaking with us, was by a con- 


junction with France. And if ſhe had any 


fach views, the engagements muſt have 
3 ar e 2 been 
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been formed before that time; if they were. 
not, there was all reaſon to ſuppoſe they 
never would be. So that the anſwer to be 
given, with reſpect to the late engagements 
of Spain with France, would ſufficiently ex- 
plain the nature of her final intentions. | 
But allowing that the apprehenſion of that 
treaty engaged all the attention of the mi- 
niſter at the time of his ſending his firſt 
orders, and that he did not then think of 
the final intentions of Spain, is this a ſuf- 
ficient ground for ſo atrocious a charge as 
that of an intentionally facile and willing 
credulity ? In his next diſpatch he is more 
expreſs, and demands a categorical expla- 
nation of that treaty, and of the final in- 
tentions of Spain. The anſwer given to 
this demand by the Conde de Fuentes, in 
his laſt memorial to Lord Egremont (for it 
was in conſequence of this, laſt demand, 
and not in anſwer to the firſt; ſo falſely | inſi- 
nuated by the obſerver, that the Spaniſh 

ambaſ- 
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ambaſſador made the declaration e 
in that memorial) reſpected only the treaty 
of the 1 5th of Auguſt, and nothing more. 
How then can the remark of that unſa- 
tisfactory anſwer in Lord Egremont's 
reply be conſtrued into a anf len © 
cuts? n on 


— 3 


The next remit Þ is juſt of the ſame 
nature, and hardly worthy an anſwer ; 
as it muſt be obvious to every one, not 
determined to. miſinterpret and miſrepre- 

ſent every thing, that the iu requifitions 
ſpoken of by Lord Egremont, in his laſt 
memorial to Mr. de Fuentes, were thoſe 
made by Lord Briſtol of his own accord, 
and mentioned i in his letter of the 2d of 
November. 


ö After all theſe. jule 2 | well-founded 


obſervations, the author obſerves, that be 
** _— ſo en in the war * 
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n 1 Spain © 


Spain v. 1 will not now enter into any 


War, and ſti 
an adminiſtration that deſpiſed euery ſyſ 
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argument on chat bead, but take it for 
an axiom, that, exhauſted as this country 
is by a Jong and neceflarily - expenſive 


more by the prodigality of 


tem of oeconomy, no greater misfortune 
could have happened to it, than to be forced 
into a freſh war with a rich and powerful 


enemy. Md be 2 
40 3 


e now gone — Ke of the 
principal obſervations of that pamphlet, I 
hope I have not failed in my purpoſe, of 
laying open the fallacious and deceitful na- 
ture er have ſtuck to my text as 
cloſe as poflible, | have entered very little 
into any of the general queſtions, and have 
not preſumed. to offer any new „ 


tions ub the papers in in "queſtion. © 


«(EI VIDIG 


The reader will WE I n for 


the very unfiniſhed nature of theſe re- 
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marks. 
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„ 
marks. He will conſider them as the 
work of a few haſty hours, and of a perſon 
whoſe total unacquaintance with every 
meaſure and motive of government, allows 
him no other lights than what muſt neceſ- 
ſarily ſtrike every one, whoſe political cu- 
rioſity is ſufficient to engage him to an exa- 
mination of matters of this kind, 
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